APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Revised 4/99 C 5 Q O /

IMPORTANT: Pleasa consnlt the “Instrictions for Gompleting the Project Apolication” for assistance in
letion. af this f

SUBDIVISION: City of Cincinnati CODE# 061-15000
DISTRICT NUMBER:_2 _ COUNTY: Hamilton DATE 09/10/04

CONTACT: Joan Butiner PHONE # (513} 352-6236

(THE PROJECT CONTACT PERSON SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WHO WILL BE AVAILABLE, ON A DAY- TO-DAY BASISDURING THE APPLICATION REVIEW
AND SELECTION PROCESS AND WHO CAN BEST ANSWER QR COORDINATE THE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS)Y

FAX (513)352-1581 E-MAIL_loaun.Buitner@cinciunati-oh.gov
PROJECT NAME:-BNEEBQADJMEEDMEMENIS;ML_EQHD_BRIMEMLLNQEW

SUBDIVISION TYPE FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE

{Check Only 1} {Check All Regquested & Enter Amount) {Check Largest Camponent)

. County __ L. Grant 52806013 X 1. Read

X 2. City _ 2. loan § 2. Bridge/Culvert

3. Township __3. Loan Assistance § __3. Water Supply

_ 4. Village __ 4. Wastewnter

5. YWater/Sanitary District __3. Solid Waste
(Section 6119 O.R.C.) __ 6. Stormwater

TOTAL PROJECT COST-5.6.540.013 __ FUNDING REQUESTED:  SLR96.01%

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION ~ 2

To be completed by the District Commitiee ONLY = L

= e

L oofh

GRANT:$Z; 76, O 13 LOAN ASSISTANCE:3 o Sg

SCIPLOAN:S___ = RATE:____ % TERM: —_ _yrs. —_ = —

RLPLOAN: 5 RATE:  %TERM:_______ yrs. = .-;'_Ef

(Check Only 1) . = =2
_...State Capitel Improvement Pregram ___Simall Government Program PR =

“¢ Local Transportution Improvements Program

!

JRIEE]
4 OHI Y

FOR OPWC USE ONLY

PROJECT NUMBER: C /C APPROVED FUNDING: §

Local Participation Y Loan Interest Rate: T
OPWC Participation % L.oan Term: vears
Project Release Date: __ / Maturity Date:

OFWC Approval: Date Approved: __ / _ {

SCIPloan. ___ RLPLoan



1.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION
1.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS: MBE Force Account
(Round to Nearest Doilar) g 3
a.) Project Engineering Costs:
1. Preliminary Engineering 5 .00
2. Final Design 3 .00
3. Other Engineer Services * 3 .00
Supervision 5 .00
Miscellaneous s .00
b.) Acquisition Expenses:
1. Land 8 . 00
2. Right-of-Way 3 .00
c.) Construction Costs: 5__5,950,920. 00
d.) Equipment Purchased directly: $ .00
e.) Other Direct Expenses: 3 .00
f) Contingencies: S___593.092. 60
g)  TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS: $_ G.546.013. 00
1.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:
(Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)
%
a.} Local In-Kind Contributions by .00
h.) Local Public Revenues 3 .00
c.) Local Private Revenues b .00
d.) Other Public Revenues
1. ODOT PID# 76034 $_3,000.000. 00 46%
2. EPA/OWDA 5 . 00
3. MRF $___650.,000. 00 10%
SUB TOTAL LOCAL RESOURCES: 5_3.030.000, 60 ah
e) OPWC Funds
1. Grant 5_2,896.013. 00 A%
2. Loan 3 . 00
3. Loan Assistance 5 .00
SUB TOTAL OPWC RESOURCES: $2.896.013. 00 —44%
£.) TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES: $.6,546.013. 00 100%,

*QOther Engineer's Services must be autlined in detail on the required certified engineer's estimate.

13 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:
Attach a statement signed by the Chief Finaneiai Officer listed in section 5.2 certifying all local share
funds required for the project will be available on or before the earliest date listed in the Project
Schedule section.

ODOT PID#__ 76034 Sale Date:___10/01/05
STATUS: (Check one)

Traditional _X

Local Planning Agency (LPA)




2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION
IMPORTANT: If project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

21 PROJECT NAME: RIVER ROAD IMPROVEMENTS- MT. ECHQ DRIVE TO ILLINOIS_AVE.

2.2 BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections a through d):
a: SPECIFIC LOCATION:
River Road, in the community of Sedamsvilie, from the intersection
with Mt. Echo Road west to lllinois Avenue. (See attached map and

schematic pian.)

PROJECT ZIP CODE: 45204
b: PROJECT COMPONENTS:
This project will widen the existing roadway and will provide new
curbs, sidewalks, and catch basins and standard width lanes:
provide a right turn lane at Fairbanks and a left turn lane into the
Conrail development site; improve sight distance at Steiner and
Southside; and straightening a substandard “S” Curve. The project
also includes upgrading the traffic signals, lighting, and signing.
95% of the existing pavement will be reconstructed with the
remaining 5% rehabbed.

c: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS / CHARACTERISTICS:

The existing pavement of River Road is 4 through lanes with a width
of 36 feet. The proposed pavement width is 52 feet with 4 through
lanes. The length of the project is 4775 feet.

d: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

The current ADT is 22178 and is LOS E during the PM Peak. The
project is designed for the 20 year ADT projection of 35000 and will
meet LOS B,

IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs. proposed
service level. If road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project, include
both current residential rates based on monthly usage of 7,756 gailon per household.
Attach current rate ordinance.

2.3 USEFUL LIFE/ COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life: 30 Years.
Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and signature certifying

the project's usefui life indicated above and estimated cost.



3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT S 100 __%
State Funds Requested for Repair and Replacement $__100 %
TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION $__ 0 %
State Funds Requested for New and Expansion 50 %

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE: *

BEGIN DATE END DATE
4.1  Engineering/Design: -07/01/02 A2/15/04
4.2 Bid Advertisement: _09/01/05 10/01/05
4.3 Construction: A2/01/08 A2/15/06

* Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects. Modification af
dates must be approved in writing by the Commission once the Froject Agreement has been executed. Dates
should assume project agreement approval/release on July 1st of the Program Year applied for.

5.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION:

5.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER Rashad Young

TITLE Assistant City Manager
STREET Room 104, City Hall
801 Plum Street
CITY/zZ1P Cincinnati, Qhio 45202
PHONE (513).352-3475
FAX (513)352-2458
E-MAIL rashad. young@cincinnati-oh.gov
5.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER William Moller
TITLE Director of Finance
STREET : Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
PHONE (513)352-6275
FAX (513)352-2370
E-MAIL bill.moller@cincinnati-oh.gov
5.3  PROJECT MANAGER Don Gindling, PE
TITLE Principal Public Works Construction Engineer
STREET Room 3440, City Hall
801 Plum Street
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, Ohto 45202
PHONE (513).352-1518
FAX ‘ (513) 35221381
E-MAIL don.gindling@cincinnati-oh.gov



6.0 ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Confirmin the biocks [ | below that each item listed is attached.

[ 1] A certified copy of the legisiation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a, des:gnated
official to sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual should sign under 7.0, Applicant

Certification, beiow.

[X] A certification signed by the applicant’s chief financial officer stating all local share funds required for the
project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule section. If the application involves a request
for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by the CFO which identifies a specific revenne source for repaying the loan
also must be attached. Both certifications can be accomplished in the same letter.

I X1  Aregistered professional engineer’s detailed cost estimate and useful life statement, as required in 164-1-13, 164-
1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates shall contain an engineer’s griginal seal or stamp and

signature.

[NA] A cooperation agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivisien or district) which
identifies the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant.

[NA] Projeets which include new and expansion components and potentially affect productive farmiand
should include a statement evaluating the potential impact. If there is a potential impact, the Governor’s Executive
Order 98-VII and the OPWC Farmland Preservation Review Advisory apply.

[ 1  Capital Improvemenis Report: (Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form)

[X] Supporting Documentation: Materiais such as additional project description, phatographs, economic
impact (temporary and/or full time jobs likely to be created as a result of the project), accident reports, impact on school
zones, and other information to assist your district committee in ranking your project. Be sure to include suppiements
which may be required by your /ocal District Public Works Integrating Committee,

7.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally authorized o request and accept financial assistance from the Ghio
Public Works Commission; (2) to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of this
application are true and correct; (3) all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of this
application have been duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) should the requested financial
assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohie
Law, including those involving Buy Ohio and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT begun, and will not
begin until a Project Agreement on this project has been executed with the Ohio Public Works Commission. Action to the
contrary will result in termination of the agreement and withdrawal of Ohio Public Works Commission funding of the

project.

Rashad Young,_ Assistant City Manager

Certifying Representatfﬁpe or7mt Name and Title)

Slgnal%re/Date S1




City of Cincinnati

Department of Transportation and Engineering City Hall, Room 445
Division of Engineering 801 Plum Street
Cinainnad, Qhio 45202-1927
Eileen Enabnir
Director

Donald W. Rosemeyer, PE.
City Engineer

September 10, 2004

Subject: River Road Improvements
Certification of Useful Life for OPWC Projects

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code, | hereby certify that
the design useful life of the subject street improvement is at least thirty (30) years.

Donald W. Rosemeyer, P.E.
A PNSARNRA T City Engineer
(seaT'fa,,:oNAL ?-",‘?.-"" City of Cincinnati

Eaual Onporuniy Emplover



River Road: Mt. Echo to llinois
Cost Estimate

September 2004 ;
ITEM DESCRIFTION UNIT TOTAL| COST/UNIT | TOTAL COST
ROADWAY
201 CLEARING AND GRUBBING EACH LUMP| %25,000.00 $25,000
202 ISTRUCTURE REMOVED EACH 3.00 $1,000.00 53,000
202 PAVEMENT REMOVED 5Q. YD, 23291.00 55.00 5t16,455
202 [WEARING COURSE REMOVED SQ. YD. 862.00 53.00 52,886
202  |WALK REMQVED 8Q. FT. 49254.00 52.50 5123,135
202 STEPS REMOVED FOOT 53.00 518.00 5954
202 |CURB REMOQVED FOOT 10084.00 $3.00 330,252
202 PIPE REMOVED FOOT 204.00 $18.00 521,672
202 GUARDRAIL REMOVED FOOT 187.50 51.25 5234
202 RPM REMOVED AND DISPOSED EACH 360.00 510.75 53.870
202 MANHCLE REMQVED EACH 1.00 5350.00 5350
202 CATCH BASIN REMOVED EACH 44.00 5230.00 310,120
SFECIAL|FIPE CLEANOQUT FOOT 100.00 513.00 51,300
202 {FENCE REMOVED FOOT 813.00 $1.60 51,301
202 LIGHT FOLE REMOVED EACH 3.00 $500.00 51,500
202  |REMOVAL MISC.: CONCRETE BENCH EAGH 5.00 5100.00 5500
202 REMOVAL MISC.. BILLBOARD EACH 6.00 52,000.00 512,000
203 EXCAVATION CuU. YD, 16115.00 58.00 5128,920
203 EMBANKMENT CU.YD. | 28143.00 56.00 $168,858
204 SUBGRADE COMPACTION 50, YD, J6110.00 $1.10 839,721
204 PROOF ROLLING HOUR 20.00 5145.00 52,900
606 |GUARDRAIL, TYPES FOOT 218.75 59.00 51,969
606 ANCHOR ASSEMBLY, TYPE E-98 EACH 1.00 $1,800.00 51,900
606 ANCHOR ASSEMBLY, TYPET EACH .00 5475.00 5475
506 BRIDGE TERMINAL ASSEMBLY, TYPE 1 EACH 2.00 5$1.000.00 52,000
608 5" CONCRETE WALK 8Q, FT. 48073.00 56.00 5288,438
508 CURB RAMP EACH 28.00 540000 511,200
[s]e]e] CURB, TYFE 6, AS PER PLAN FOOT 1150400 $20.00 5230,080
ERQSION CONTROL
553 TOPSOIL FURNISHED AND PLACED CU. ¥D. 1936 520.00 $38,720
G659 SEEDING AND MULCHING S0, YD. 10000.00 51.10 $11.,000
659 REPAIR SEEDING AND MULCHING 5Q. YD. 872.00 50.50 5436
B59 COMMERCIAL FERTILIZER TON 2.35 5425.00 3999
659 [WATER M. GAL, 94.20 53.00 5283
561 GROUNDCOVER FOR SLOPES 5Q. YD. 7533.00 51.10 58,286
832 STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN EACH 1.00 55,000.00 $5,000
832 EROSION CONTROL LUMP|  $25,000.00 525,000
DRAINAGE
503 4" CONDUIT, TYPEB FOOT 50.00 $12.00 5600
603 4" CONDUIT, TYPEC FOOT 50.00 59.50 5475
603 6" CONDUIT, TYPEB FOOT 87.00 $17.00 51,479
603 5" CONDUIT, TYPEE FODT 50.00 $6.00 5300
603 12" CONDUIT, TYPE B FOOT 1295.00 543.00 555,685
a03 12" CONDUIT, TYPEC FOOT 284,00 £30.00 58,520
503 15" CONDUIT, TYPE B FOOT 233.00 540.00 59,320
603 15" CONDUIT, TYPE C FOOT 4{09.00 330.00 512,270
603 18" CONDUIT, TYPE B FOOT 982.00 546.00 526,772
603 18" CONDUIT, TYPE C FCOT 460.00 $33.00 315,180
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ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT TOTAL| COST/UNIT | TOTAL COST
- 603 [22" CONDUIT, TYPE B FOOT §26.00 565.00 $40.650

603  |24" CONDUIT, TYPEC FCaT 225.00 547.00 510,575

604 |CATCH BASIN RECONSTRUCTED TO GRADE EACH 1.00 54,000.00 $1,000

604 |CATCH BASIN NQ. 2-28 EACH 1.00 5930.00 3930
INLET MISC: COMBINATION INLET, CITY OF

604  |CINCINNATI EACH 40.00 §2,300.00 592,000
INLET MISC: SINGLE DITCH INLET, CITY OF

604 |CINCINNATI EACH 200 3930.00 $1.860

604 [CINCINNATI EACH 2.00 51,450.00 52,900

604 |CONDUITS 42" AND UNDER EACH 22.00 $2,500.00 555,000
42" CONDUITS OR UNDER

604 |MANHOLE ADJUSTED TO GRADE EACH 25,00 $300.00 37,500

604 |MANHOLE RECONSTRUCTED TO GRADE EACH 24.00 3575.00 323.400

605 (6" SHALLOW PIPE UNDERDRAINS FOOT §5694.00 $3.50 $23.429

605 [6" UNCLASSIFIED PIPE UNDERDRAINS FOOT 67.00 $4.50 5302
PAVEMENT

252 |FULL DEPTH PAVEMENT SAWING FOOT §84.00 52.50 $1,710

304 |AGGREGATE BASE CuU. YD. 5787.00 526.50 5153,356

305 _ [10" CONCRETE BASE SQ. YD, | 33435.00 545.00 51,504,575

407 |TACK COAT, 702.13 GALLON 2579.00 50.95 52,450

407 _|TACK COAT FOR INTERMEDIATE COURSE GALLON 1719,00 30.95 $1.633

446 (TYPE 2, PGE4-28 CU. YD. 1672.00 $85.00 $142,120
TYPE 2, PG64-28

446 [ASPHALT CONCRETE SURFACE COURSE, TYPE 1H CU. YD, 1433.00 395.00 $136,135

452  |7" NON-REINFORCED CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ. YD. 1386.00 $45.00 362,370
BUILDING DEMOLITION
BUILDING DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NO. 103, ONE

202 |STORY BRICK COMMERCIAL, LUMP $8,000.00 55,000
BUILDING DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NO. 106, TWQ

202 |STORY FRAME RESIDENTIAL, LUMP 57.000.00 37,000
BUILDING DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NO. 107, TWO

202 |STORY FRAME RESIDENTIAL, LUMP $7,000.00 $7.000
BUILDING DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NQ. 113, ONE

202 |STORY BRICK RESIDENTIAL, LUMP $7.000.00 37,000
BUILDHNG DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NO. 117, ONE

202 |STCRY BRICK COMMERCIAL. LUMP $8,000.00 58.000
BUILDING DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NO. 120, TWO

202 |STORY FRAME RESIDENTIAL. LUMP 37.,000.00 $7.000
BUILBING DEMCLISHED, FARCEL NO. 121, TWO

202 [STORY FRAME RESIDENTIAL. LUMP $7.000.00 57.000
BUILDING DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NO. 122, ONE

202 |STORY BRICK RESIDENTIAL. LUMP §7,000.00 §7,000
BUILDING DEMOLISHED, PARCEL NO. 124, TWO
STORY BRICK RESIDENTIAL AND QONE STORY

202 |BRICK GARAGE. LUMP $8,000.00 58,000
MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC

410 ITRAFFIC COMPACTED SURFACE, TYFE A OR B CU. YD. 950.00 525.00 523,750

614 |LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER WITH PATROL CAR HOUR 300.00 550.00 515,000

SPECIAL |[FLASHING ARROW PANEL EACH 7.00 $1,200.00 58,400

614 _IMAINTAINING TRAFFIC, MISC,: BUSINESS SIGN EACH 5.00 $100.00 5500

G614 |WORK ZONE LANE LINE, CLASS | MILE 0.66 5390.00 5257

614 |WORK ZONE CENTER LINE, CLASS | MILE 372 $675.00 S2.511

614 |[WORK ZONE CENTER LINE, CLASS |, 740.06, TYPE § MILE 0.2 58,700.00 31,827

614 |WORK ZONE EDGE LINE, CLASS | MILE 3.59 3625.00 32,244

614 |WORK ZONE EDGE LINE, CLASS [, 740.06, TYPE | MILE 1.01 $5,010.00 35,060

6i4 |WORK ZONE CHANNELIZING LINE, CLASS | FOOT 4920.00 50.50 52,460
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TTEM DESCRIPTION UNIT TOTAL] COST/UNIT | TOTAL COST
514 |WORK ZONE TRANSVERSE LINE, CLASS | FOOT | 1210.00 5170 52,057
614 |WORK ZONE STOP LINE, CLASE | FOOT 83400 32.65 51,680
14 _[WORK ZONE LANE ARROW, CLASS | EACH 54.00 $42.00 52,688
516 |WATER M. GAL. 22.00 522.00 53,174
TRAFFIC CONTROL
521 |RPM EACH 310.00 519.50 $6,045
630 |GROUND MOUNTED SUPPORT, NO. 2 POST FOOT | _1224.50 $4.75 55,816
a0 |GROUND MOUNTED SUPFORT. NO. 3 POST FOOT 183.40 32,85 5908
530 |SIGN SUPPORT ASSEMBLY. FOLE MOUNTED EACH 2.00 550,00 5100
630 |SIGN, FLAT SHEET SQ. FT. 380.75 §11.00 54,188
630 |DISPOSAL EACH 59.00 57.00 5413
DISFOSAL
REMOVAL GF GROUND MOUNTED POST SUPPORT
530 |AND DISPOSAL EACH 45.00 $9.00 5405
630 |REMOVAL OF POLE MOUNTED SIGN AND DISPOSAL|  EACH §2.00 $20.00 51,240
SIGNING, MISC.- REMOVAL OF STRAIN POLE,
FOUNDATION, AND MESSENGER WIRE AND
830 |DISPOSAL LuMP|  51.000.00 $1,000
SIGNING, MISC.: REMOVAL OF SPAN WIRE '
530 |MOUNTED SIGN AND DISPOSAL EACH 2.00 $200.00 $400
544 |LANE LINE MILE 7.58 5700.00 51,106
644 |CENTER LINE MILE 0.98] _ $3,360.00 53.293
544 |CHANNELIZING LINE FOOT | 1239.00 51.00 $1,239
644 |STOF LINE FOOT 280.00 56.00 51,580
644 |CROSSWALK LINE FOOT 747.00 $4.50 53,362
544 |TRANSVERSE LINE FOOT 285.00 $3.50 3558
644 |LANE ARROW EACH 75.00 $70.00 51,330
544 |DOTTED LINE, 4" FOOT 32,00 $1.50 147
TRAFFIC SIGRAL
532 |SIGNAL INSTALLATION AT 3 SITES CUMP|_S250.000.00 5950,000
RETAINING WALLS
RETAINING WALL ‘A" [UMP| 5188.854.00 5198.854
RETAINING WALL ‘&' [UMP| _ 596,523.00 586,523
RETAINING WALL 'C’ CUMP|_$204,051.00 5204,051
RETAINING WALL D' LUMP| 5173,300.00 $173,300
RETAINING WALL &' LOMP| $924,916.00 $924,916
INCIDENTALS -
14 __IMAINTAINING TRAFEIC LUMP! _ $75,000.00 $75.,000
618 |FIELD OFFICE, TYPE C MONTH 18.00{ _ 52,600.00 546,800
623__|CONSTRUCTION LAYOUT STAKES LUMP|__$15,000.00 515,000
24 [MOBILIZATION LUMP| _$25,000.00 §25,000
SPECIAL|WORK INVOLVING SOLID WASTE TON 100.00 $300.00 530,000
MISC.: SOILS CONSULTANT FOR FIELD TESTING
SPECIAL|AND INSPECTION LUMP! 525,000.00 $25.,000
SUB.TOTAL| __ $5.050.030
10% CONTINGENGY] 555,052
TOTAL] _ $6,548,013]
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City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance

September 10, 2004

Mr. Lawrence Bicking, Director
Ohio Public Works Commission
65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215

RE: Status of Funds for Local Share of 2005 SCIP/LTIP Project Grants

Dear Mr. Bicking:

Suite 220, Ciry Hall
501 Plum Screet
Cincinnari. Ohio L3202
Phone 313) 352-3731
Fax {313) 332-2370

Willaim E. Moller
Directar

The local matching shares for the following 20605 SCIP/LTIP Projects (Round 19 Funding) are
recommended to the City Manager for funding in the City’s 2005 Capital Improvement Program:

STREET REHABILITATION PROJECTS

Kellogg Avenue — Eastern to Wilmer

M.L. King Drive — Central Parkway to Clifton
North Bend Road — Colerain to Hamilton

Reading Road - Section to North Corporation Line

STREET REHABILITAT. 10N AND IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Répid Run Road — Glenway to West Corporation Line near Covedale

PIER WALL AND STREET REHABILITATION PROJECT

Glenview Avenue — Kirby to Belmont

STREET IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

Ashtres Drive — Kirby 1o Hamilton
Dixmyth Avenue — M.L. King to Clifton
Kennedy Connector ~ Ridge to Duck Cresk
M. L. King — Woodside to Short Vine
River Road — Mount Echo to Hlinois

Vine Street — Nixon to Erkenbrecher

Fueat [ mmnrrur:mr Simmiser



The matching funds for these projects are coming from Street Improvement Bonds and from
Cincinnati Southern Railway lease proceeds. Additional match finds are expected from the
Municipal Road Fund and the Ohio Deparanent of Transportation.

If you have any questions or need additional information regarding these projects, please contact
me at 513-352-6275.

Sincerely,

@olm%( Mo

William E. Moller
Finance Director

cc: R. Young, Assistant City Manager
C. Sigman, Budget
E. Enabnit, Trausportation & Engineering
D. Rosemeyer, Engineering
K. Conn, Engineering
J. Vogel, Engineering
J. Butiner, Engineering
J. Brazina, Engineering
G. Long, Engineering
C. Ertel, Engineering
C. Hines, Engineering
D. Cline, Engineering
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COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CINCINNATI
STATE OF OHIO

OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF COUNCIL

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing transcript
is correctly copied from the books, papers and
journals of the City of Cincinnati, State of
Ohio, kept under authority and by the dirsction
of the Council thereof.

ORDINANCE 0345-2004 passed by the Council
cf the City of Cincinnati at their session on
October 27, 2004 entitled:

CORDINANCE {EMERGENCY} submitted by Valerie
A. Lemmie, City Manager, on 10/20/2004,
authorizing the City Manager to apply for
and accept street rshabilitation and street
improvemant funding grants, loans and loan
assistance from the State of Chio, Ohio
Public Works Commission, in the approximate
amount of 324,612,441, and to exscute any
ggreements necessary for the receipt and
administration of said grants and loans.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREQF I have
hereunto set my name and affixed
the sezl of the Clerk of Council
Gffice this gg;g day of

October in the year Two Thousand and Four.

%—u&/w{% a2t AN

Frank A. Johnson//
Deputy Clerk




EMERGENCY

JPR
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“J

'

ity of Tincinnati
An GOrdinance No, 3¢~ L.

AUTHORIZING the City Manager to apply for and accept street rehabilitation and street
improvement funding grants, loans and loan assistance from the State of Ohio, Ohic Public
Warks Commission, in the approximate amount of $24,612,441, and to execute any agreements
necessary for the receipt and administration of said grants and loans.

WHEREAS, the State Capital Improvement Program, the Local Transportation
Improvement Program, and the State Revolving Loan Program provide for infrastructure
funding; and

WHEREAS, the District 2 Integrating Committee is accepting applications for projects
“within Hamilton County, State of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, the City of Cincinnati has the required $6,610,000 in matching City funds
for three (3) street rehabilitation projects, namely Kellogg Avenue, Reading Road, and M.L.
King Drive — Central Parkway to Clifton; seven (7) street improvement projects, namely River
Road, Ashtree Court, Kennedy Connector, Vine Street, Rapid Run Road, Dixmyth Avenue, and
M.L. King Drive — Woodside to Short Vine; one (1) street reconstruction/water main project,
namely North Bend Road — Colerain Avenue to Hamilton Avenue; one (1) street
rehabilitation/pier wall project, namely Glenview Avenue; one (1) water main project, namely
North Bend Road - Qakwood Avenue to Hamilton Avenue; and one (1) loan assistance
application, namely Countywide Water Main Improvements — Phase II; and

WHEREAS, the City’s matching contribution would come from the Department of
Transportation and Engineering’s Street Rehabilitation, Street Improvements, and Wall
Stabilizationr and Landslide Correction capital improvement program allocations; now, therefore,

BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of Cincinnati, State of Ohio:

Section 1. That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute and file applications, on
behalf of the City of Cincinnati, with the Ohio Public Works Commission through the Hamilton
County District 2 Integrating Committee, for grants, loans, and loan assistance in the
approximate amount of $24,612,441 for funding for three (3) street rehabilitation projects,

namely Kellogg Avenue, Reading Road, and M.L. King Drive — Central Parkway to Clifton:

seven (7) street improvement projects, namely River Road, Ashtree Court, Kennedy Connector,

¥ \.':‘ )



Vine Street, Rapid Run Road, Dixmyth Avenue, and M.L. King Drive - Woodside to Short
Vine; one (1) street reconstruction/water main project, namely North Bend Road — Colerain
Avenue to Hamilton Aven:ue; one (1) street rehabilitation/pier wall project, namely Glenview
Avenue; one (1) water main project, namely North Bend Road — Qakwood Avenue to Hamilton
Avenue; and one (1) loan assistance application, namely Countywide Water Main Improvements
— Phase IT, and to accept such grants and loans at an interest rate acceptable to the City of
Cineinnati Director of Finance if awarded by the Ohio Public Works Commission,

Section 2. That the City’s matching contribution in the amount of $6,610,000, would
come from the Department of Transportation and Engineering’s Stregt Rehabilitation, Street
Improvements, and Wall Stabilization and Landslide Correction capital improvement program
allocations.

Section 3. That the City Manager is hereby authorized to execute such agreements and
other documents as are required by the State for receipt and administration of the above arants
and loans.

Section 4. That this ordinance is an emergency measure necessary for the preservation of
the public peace, welfare and safety and shall, subject to the terms of Article II, Section 6 of the
Charter, be effective immediately. The reason for the emergency is the immediate need to
comply with the November 1, 2004, application deadline and to ensure that funding mechanisms

for the proper implementation are in place at the earliest possible time.

o2 7, 2004

Passed

Q / 2 _/,"‘
Attest )ﬂ,i' e /—’/(‘.T




CERTIFICATION OF TRAFFIC COUNT

As required by the District 2 Integrating Committee, I hereby certify that the traffic counts herein
attached to the River Road Improvement project application are a true and accurate count done by
the City of Cincinnati’s Traffic Engineering Division.

4
Stephen I. Niemeier, P.E.
Principal Traffic Engineer




SUBMISSION CHECKLIST
FOR
STATE OF OHIO CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
GRANT/LOAN APPLICATIONS

This checklist must be submitted with the other items necessary for project eligibility and review. Upon district
receipt of the full package, this checklist will be date stamped and a capy will be forwarded to the applying
jurisdiction. Once the checklist has been stamped, the district will accept no additional information regarding

the project.

The following items MUST be submitted (by the deadline for such submission) in order for the Disirict Two-Integrating
Committee and Support Staff to consider your application conplete and eligible for finding:

X OPWC Application for _X__ Additional Support X o Detailed Cost Estimate
Financial Assistance (State of Information Form (District (Signed & Sealed by P.E.)
Ohio Form-Signed by C.E.Q. Two Form)

of jurisdiction)

X  Useful Life Certificate X_Status of Funds Certification _X___Projeet Vicinity Map
(Signed & Sealed by P.E.) (Jurisdiction Letterhead - Signed (Must be legible with project
by C.F.O. of jurisdiction) highlighted)

_X_ Project Pictures (Minimum of _ X__ Users Certification (Signed _NA_ __ Loan Repayment Method

4 - Mounted) byP.E. or C.E.O. of jurisdiction) (Jurisdiction Letterhead — Signed
2 Aerial Photos and 4 Ground Traffic Count Certification by C.F.O. of jurisdiction) For lean
Photos projects only.

Please list below the data submitted with the application that supports the project.

o Infrastructure Condition Data ° Inirastructure Safety Data

P} i . i | Accident Data for ]qqq_znﬂrl and 2001-2003
and_tight curves . September 2002 Post News Article on an accident
C ical Exclusion D ith Sieht Di

Tables.

Schematic and Plan/Profile Sheets

« Infrastructure Health Data ° Jurisdiction User Fee/Assessment Data
« Economic Growth Data Alleviate Traffic Hazards/L.OS Data

mmﬂmmmmmmup&m&mmmmmmmmmxms
OKI Freight Transportation Study,

« Ban/Moratorium Data . Users Certification Data

The following items must be submitted by NOVEMBER 1, 2004:

Capital Improvement Report Enabling Lepislation
{State of Ohio Form) (On Jurisdiction Letterhead and Signed by Clerk)
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% THE PORT GROUP. LLC

&

August 26, 2004

Mr. William Fischer

Department of Community Devclopment & Planning
City of Cincinnati

805 Central Avenue

Cincinnati OH 45202-1947

RE: [mprovement of River Road: M. Echo to Hlinois

Dear Mr. Fischer:

We are the developer of the 47-acre site located at River Road and Fairbanks
Avenue in the community of Sedamsville. We chose to develop this site because we
were told that River Road would be widened, improving access to our site. This street
improvement is critical to the ability of our development to move forward. The Port
Group supports the City of Cincinnati in their application to the Ohio Public Works
Commission for the funds necessary to construct the improvement.

The Port Group envisions the development of a maritime industrial park on this
and the adjacent 20 acres {also owned by the City), resuiting in the creation of
approximately 350 jobs and approximately $90 Million in capital investment.
Conservative estimates of truck and employee traffic volumes resulting from our second
phase of development will place a severe strain on US 50 as it is currently constructed.
Therefore, we see improvements to US 50 as not only an issue of functionality but one of
safety as well,

If you have any questions regarding our position on this subject, or any related
matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely yours,

THE PORT GROUP, LLC

x’/ an - L (J/?
Don W, Miller, Jr., President

DWM:mda 10 W, Market Street, Snite 723
Imdianapolis, IN 46204

T3 7-464-2600 F 3i17-464-2610

wiw thepurtgronp.com



ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Program Year 2005 (July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006), jurisdictions shall provide the following support
information to help determine which projects will be funded, Information on this form must be accurate, and
where called for, based on sound engineering principles. Documentation to substantiate the individual items, as
noted, is required. The applicant should also use the rating system and its’ addendum as a guide. The examples
listed in this addendum are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project.

IF YOU ARE APPLYING FOR A GRANT, WILL YOU BE WILLING TO ACCEPT A
LOANIF ASKED BY THE DISTRICT? ______ YES _X NO (ANSWER REQUIRED)

Note: Answering “Yes” will not increase your score and answering “NQO” will not decrease your score.

1} What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?

Give a statement of the nature of the deficient conditions of the present facility exclusive of capacity, serviceability,
heaith and/or safety issues. If known, give the approximate age of the infrasitucture to be replaced, repaired, or
expanded. Use documentation (if possible) to support your statement. Documentation may include (but is not limited
to): ODOT BRS6 reports, pavement management cendition reports, televised underground system reports, age inventory
Teports, maintenance records, ete., and will only be considered if included in the original application. Examples of
deficiencies include: siructural condition; substandard design elements such as widths, grades, curves, sight distances,
drainage structures, etc.

n . g oo - - - - n Py -y e ”

indicating moderate /partial construction requirad




2) How important is the project to the safety of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

Give a statement of the projects effect on the safety of the service area. The design of the project is intended to reduce
existing accident rate, promote safer conditions, and reduce the danger of sk, liability or injury. (Typical exampies
may include the effects of the completed project on accident rates, emergency response time, fire protection, and
highway capacity.) Please be specific and provide decumentation if necessary to substantiate the data. The applicant
must demonstrate the type of problems that exist, the frequency and severity of the problems and the method of
correction.

3) How important is the project to the health of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

Give a statement of the projects effect on the health of the service area. The design of the project will improve the
overall condition of the facility so as to reduce or eliminate potential for disease, or correct concerns regarding the
environmental health of the area. (Typical examples may include the effects of the completed project by improving or
adding storm drainage or sanitary facilities, replacing lead jointed water lines, etc.). Please be specific and provide
documentation if necessary to substantiate the data. The applicant must demonstrate the type of problems that exist, the
frequency and severity of the problems and the method of correction.

4) Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?

The jurisdiction must submit a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on
the basis of most to least importance.

Priority 1 Dixmyth Avenue Relocation - ML1., King Drive to Cliffon Avenue

Priority 2____ North Bend Road Reconstruction and Water Main - Colerain to Hamilton
Priority 3 River Road Improvements - Mouut Echo Drive to Illinois Avenue

Priority 4 Glenview Avenue Pier Wall and Street Rehabilitation - Kirby to Belmont
Priority 5 M. I.. King Drive Rehabilitation - Clifton Avenue to Central Parkway

-2
-



5) Will the completed project generate user fees or assessments?

Will the local jurisdiction assess fees or project costs for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is
completed (example: rates for water or sewer, frontage assessments, etc.).

No X Yes If yes, what user fees and/or assessments will be utilized?

6) Economic Growth — How will the completed project enhance economic growth

T} Matching Funds - LOCATL

The information regarding local matching funds is to be filed by the applicant in Section 1.2 (b) of the Ohio Public
Works Association’s “Application For Financial Assistance” form.

The City of C H has local funds investad in this nroject. The City funded 100% of i

== 1

8) Maiching Funds - OTHER
The information regarding local matching finds is to be filed by the applicant in Section 1.2 (c) of the Ohio Public
Works Association’s “Application For Financial Assistance” form. If MRF funds are being used for matching funds, the
MRF application must have been filed by August 31st of this year for this project with the Hamilton County Engineer’s
Office. List below all “other” funding the source(s).

%/ O he canstruction cosl A

9) Wil ihe project alleviate serious capacity problems or respond to the future level of service needs of the
district?

Describe how the proposed project will alleviate serious capacity problems (be specific).

el I 2RiRiN =i A1} 1 R abinin (152 V) IV alnk -




For roadway betterment projects, provide the existing and proposed Level of Service (LOS) of the facility using the
methodology outlined within AASHTO'S "Geometric Design of Highways and Streets" and the 1985 Highway Capacity

Manual. See attached HCS 2000 Detailed Reports
Existing LOS __ K | Proposed LOS_ B

If the proposed design year LOS is not "C" or better, explain why LOS "C"” cannot be achieved.

10) If SCIP/LTIP funds were granted, when would the construction contract be awarded?

If SCIP/LTIP funds are awarded, how soon after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for July 1
of the year following the deadline for applications) would the project be under contract? The Support Staff will review
status reports of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a jurisdiction's anticipated project schedule,

Number of months S
a.) Are preliminary plans or engineering completed? Yes X No N/A
h.) Are detailed construction plans completed? Yes No X N/A
ODOT is reviewing the Stage 3 plans,
¢.)Are all utility coordinations completed? Yes No, X N/A
ODOT i finating. S 30l it
d.) Are all right-of-way and easements acquired (if applicable)? Yes No X N/A
If no, how many parcels needed for project? _34.____ Of these, how many are: Takes 34
Temporary
Permanent

For any parcels not yet acquired, explain the status of the ROW acquisition process for this project.

Right-of-way acquisition will be complete by December 15, 2004. 19 parcels

e.) Give an estimate of time needed to complete any item above not yet completed. 4 Months.

11) Daoes the infrastructure have regional impact?

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

River Road LS Route 50. and. is classified by the ELWS Urhan B l




12) What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

The District 2 Integrating Committee predetermines the jurisdiction’s economic heaitk. The economic health of o
Jjurisdiction may periodically be adjusied when census and other budgetary data are updated,

13) Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a partial or complete ban
of the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved infrastructure?

Describe what formal action has been taken which resulted in a ban of the use of or expansion of use for the involved
infrastructure? Typical examples include weight limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance of
building permits, etc. The ban must have been caused by a structural or operational problem to be considered valid.
Submission of 2 copy of the approved legislation would be helpful.

No.

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed? Yes No NA_ X
14) What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

For roads and bridges, multiply current Average Daily Traffic (ADT) by 1.20. For inclusion of public transit, submit
documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use
documented traffic counts prior to the restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the nurnber of households in the service area by 4. User information must be documented and
certified by a professional engineer or the jurisdictions’ C.E.C.

Traffic; ADT _22178 X120 =26613 ___ Users
Water/Sewer: Homes X400 =____  __ _  Usars

15) Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or
dedicated tax for the pertinent infrastructure?

The applying jurisdiction shall list what type of fees, levies or taxes they have dedicated toward the type of infrastructure being
applied for. (Check all that apply)

Optional 55.00 License Tax _ X

Infrastructurebevy _____ X Specify type Dedicated portion of City’s Farning Tax

Facility UsersFee _________  Specify type
Dedicated Tax Specify type
Other Fee,LevyorTax _____ Specify type




SCIP/LTIP PROGRAM
ROUND 19 - PROGRAM YEAR 2005
PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 2005 TO JUNE 30, 2006

NAME OF APPLICANT: __ C /4/ C ykitr AT/

NAME OF PROJECT: £ rver o 8D TP rs vers oS
/

RATING TEAM:

NOTE: See the attached “Addendum To The Rating System” for definitions, explanations and
clarifications to each of the criterion points of this rating system. All changes to the Rating
System are italicized.

CIRCLE THE APPROPRIATE RATING

1) What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?
Alias Zo A
25 - Failed e s Frow prein5 Appeal Score
23 - Critical paJGp e
20 - Very Poor E ":'C'_MMT__D
17 - Poor Tnev i =
% Moderately Poor
- Moderately Fair
5 - Fair Condition
0 - Good or Better
2) How important is the project to the safety of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?
' [eadze WA 3 ues (o~ 5gfer)
@ Highly significant importance B4 1aj, | g,ﬂﬁ,mx{ Appeal Score
20- Cons:dern?ly significant importance Ul ¢ Fo, Pl cans
15 - Moderate importance oL 12900 crelils
10 - Minimal importance bt £ s+ {QN;W: Lm% .

rali= Lna/L-—

5 — Poorly documentied importance . )
- pteltcly LT 4 AT [ac<s

0 - No measurable impact
3) How impaortant is the project to the heglth of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

25 - Highly significant importance M AeoneTaton Appeal Score
20 - Considerably significant importance

15 - Moderate importance

10 - Minimal importance

P 5=~ Poorly documented importance

: @ 0 measurable impact

4 Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?
Note: Jurisdietion’s priority listing (part of the Additional Support Information} must be filed with application(s).

25 - First priority project Appeal Score
20 - Second priority project
@hiﬂl priority projec
10 - Fourth priority project
5 - Fifth priority project or lower




. 3) . YVill the completed project generate user fees or assessments?

0 —Yes

Appead Score

6) Economic Growth — How the completed project will enhance economic growth (See definitions),

@ The project will directly secure new employment 1 Appeal Score
=5 —The project will permit more development /(Q
0 — The project will not impact development

7 Matching Funds - LOCAT,

10 - This project is a loan or credit enhancement
10 — 50% or higher
8 —40% to 49.99%
6 —30% to 39.99%
4-20% to 29.99% Mo Locsc
2-10% t0 19.99%

S

3) Matching Funds - OTHER

10 — 50% or higher
8 — 40% to 49.99% COoo7
6 ~ 30% to 39.99% 46 7 = 560
4-20% to 29.99% Jo T AJE~
—10% to 19.99% '
1-1% to 9.99%
0 — Less than 1%

9) Will the project alleviate serious capacity problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service needs of the district?
(See Addendum for definitions) 5

Cep- At st 5
- roject design is for future demand. 202~ LE5 b Appeal Score
&S Project design is for partial future demand. Ex L oS E

6 - Project design is for current demand. ’ _

4 - Project design is for minimal increase in capacity.

- Project design is for no increase in capacity.

10) Ability to Proceed - If SCIP/LTIP funds are granted, when would the construction coatract be awarded? {See Addendum
concerning delinquent projects)

@— Will be under conitract by December 31, 2005and no delinquent projects in Rounds 16 & 17
- Will be under contract by March 31, 2006 and/or one delinquent project in Rounds 16 & 17
0 - Will not be snder contract by March 31, 2006 and/or more than one delinquent project in Rounds 16 & 17

11) Does the inirastructure have regional impact? Consider origination and destination of traffic, functional classifications, sxze
of service area, and number of jurisdictions served, etc. {See Addendum for definitions)

16 — Major Impact Appeal Score

8 — Significant Impact

6 — Moderate Tmpact

4 —~ Miner Impact

2 — Minimal or No Impact



. 12} | What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points
3 Points
4 Points
2 Points

13) Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resuited in a partial or complete ban of the usage or
expansion of the usage for the involved infrastructure?

10 - Complete ban, facility closed Appeal Score
8 — 80% reduction in legal load or 4-wheeled vehicles only
7 — Moratorium on future development, #o¢ functioning for current demand
6 — 60% reduction in legal load
5 - Moratorium on future development, functioning for current demand
4 —40% reduction in legal load
2 —20% reduction in legal load
@:Less than 20% reduction in legal Joad

14) What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

10 ~ 16,000 or more Appeal Score
§-12,000 to 15,999
6 - 8,000 to 11,999 726, &5
4 - 4,000 to 7,999
2-3,999 and under

15) Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or dedicated tax for the
pertinent infrastructure? (Provide documentarion of which fees have been enacted.)

5 - Two or more of the above Appeal Secore

3 - One of the above & {
0 - None of the above
Levd




- ' ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM

" General Statement for Rating Criteria
Points awarded for all items will be based on engineering experience, field verification, application information and other information

supplied by the applicant, which is deemed to be relevant by the Support Staff. The examples listed in this addendum are not a complete list,
but only a small sampling of situations thar may be relevant to a given project. : :

Criterion 1 - Condition
Condition is based on the amount of deterioration that is field verified or documented exclusive of capacity, serviceability, health and/or
safety issues. Condition is rated only on the facility being repaired or abandoned. (Documentation may include: ODOT BRS6 repons,
pavement management condition reports, televised underground system reports, age inventory reports, maintenance records, etc., and will
only be considered if included in the original application.)
Definitions:
Eniled Condifjon - requires complete reconstruction where mo part of the existing facility is salvageable. (E.g. Roads: compiete
reconstnuction of roadway, curbs and base; Bridges: complete removal and replacement of bridge; Underground: removal and
replacement of an underground drainage or water system.
Lritical Condition - requires moderate or partial reconstruction to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: reconstruction of roadway/curbs
can be saved; Bridges: removal and replacement of bridge with abvunent modification; Underground: removal and replacement of
part of an underground drainage or water systerm.
Very Poor Condition - requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: extensive full depth, partial depth and
curb repair of a roadway with a structural overlay; Bridges: superstructure replacement; Undezground: repair of joints and/or minar
repiacement of pipe sections.
Poor Condition - requires standard rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.s. Roads: moderate fuil depth, partial depth and curb
repair o a roadway with no structural overlay needed or structural overlay with minor repairs to a toadway needed; Bridges:
extensive patching of substructure and replacement of deck; Underground: insituform or other in ground Tepairs.
Maoderately Poor Condition - requires minor rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: minor full depth, partial depth or curb
repairs to a roadway with either a thin overlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: major structural patching and/or major deck repair,
Muaderately Fair Condition - requires extensive maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: thin or no averlay with exiensive
crack sealing, minor partal depth and/or slurry or rejuvenation; Bridges: minor structural patching, deck repair, erosion conrrol.)
Fair Condjtion - requires routine maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: slurry seal, rejuvenation or routine crack sealing
to the roadway; Bridges: minor structural patching.)

Good or Better Condition - little to no maintenance required to maintain integrity.

Note:  If the infrastructure is in "good" or better condition, it will NOT be considered for SCIP/LTIP funding unless it is an
expansion project that will improve serviceability,

Criterion 2 — Safety
The jurisdiction shall include in its application the type, frequency, and severity of the safety problem that currently exists and how
the intended project would improve the situation. For example, have there been vehicular accidents attributable to the problems
cited? Have they involved injuries or fatalities? In the case of water systems, are existing hydrants non-filnctional? In the case of
water lines, is the present capacity inadequate to provide volumes or pressure for adequate fire protection? In all cases, specific
documentation is required. Mentioned problems, which are poorly documented, shall nat receive more than 5 points.
Note:  Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply. Examples given above are NOT
intended to be exclusive.

Criterion 3 — Health
The jurisdiction shall include in its application the type, frequency, and severity of the health problem that would be eliminated or
reduced by the intended project. For example, can the problem be eliminated only by the project, or would routine maintenance be
satisfactory? If basement flooding has occurred, was it storm water ot sanitary flow? What compiaints if 2ny are recorded? In ithe
case of underground improvements, how will they improve health if they are storm sewers? How would improved samitary sewers
improve heaith or reduce health risk? Are leaded joints invelved in existing water line replacements? In all cases, specific
dacumentation is required. Mentioned problems, which are poorly documented, shail not receive more than 3 points.

Note:  Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply. ILxamples given above are NOT
intended to be exclusive.

e



- Criterion 4 — Jurisdiction’s Priority Listing
The jurisdicon must submir a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on the basis of most to
* least importance. The form is included in the Additional Support Information,

Criterion 5 — Generate Fees
Will the local jurisdiction assess fees or project costs for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is completed (example: rates
for water or sewer, fTontage assessments, etc.). The applying jurisdiction must submit documentation.

Criterion 6 — Economic Growth
Will the completed project enhance economic growth and/or development in the service area?
Definitions:
Secuire new emplovment: The project is specifically designed to secure development/ermployers, which will immediately add new
permanent employees to the jurisdiction. The applying agency must submit details,
P_ELmz.tmo.Le_d.ey_eln_pmguL The project is designed to permit additional business development. The applicant must supply details.
: The project will have no impact on business development.

Note:  Kach project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

Criterion 7 — Matching Funds - Local
The perceatage of matching funds which come directly from the budget of the applying local government.

Criterion 8 — Matching Funds - Other
The percentage of matching funds that come from funding sources other than those mentioned in Criterion 7.

Criterion 9 — Alleviate Capacity Problems
The jurisdiction shall provide a narrarive, along with pertinent support documentation, which describe the existing deficiencies and showing
how congestion will be reduced or eliminated and how service will be improved to meet the needs of any expected growth or development. A
formal capacity analysis accompanying the application would be beneficial. Projected traffic or demand should be calculated as follows:
Formula:
Existing nisers ¥ design vear factor = projected nsers

Desien Year  Design year factor

Yrban Suburhan Rural
20 1.40 1.70 1.60
10 1.20 1.35 1.30

Definitions:

Future gemand ~ Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service for
twenty-year projected demand or fully developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is already largely
developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above tabie.

Partial futnre demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service for
ten-year projected demand or partially developed area condidons. Justification must be supplied if the area is already largely
developed or undevelapable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.

Current demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service only for
existing demand and conditions.

Minimal increase — Project will reduce but not eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide a minimal but less than
sufficient increase in existing capacity or service for existing demand and conditions.

No increase — Project will have no effect on existng congestion or deficiencies and provide no increase in capacity or service for
existing demand and conditions.

Criterion 10 - Ability to Proceed

The Support Staff will assign points based on engineering experience and stmtus of design plans as demonstrated by the applying jurisdiction
and OPWC defined delinquent projects. A project is considered delinquent when it has not received a notice to proceed within the time stated
on the original application and no time extension has been granted by the OPWC. A jurisdiction receiving approval for a project and
subsequently canceling the same after the bid date on the application may be considered as having a delinquent project.



- Criterion 11 - Regional Impact
The egiopal significance of the infrastrucrure that is being repaired or replaced.
’ Definitions:

Major Tmpacf — Roads: Major_Arterial: A direct conmector to an Interstare Highway; Arterials are intended to provide a greater
degree of mobility rather than Jand access. Arerials generally convey large waffic volumes for distances greater than one mile. A
maajor arterial is a highway that is of regional importance and is intended to serve beyond the county. It may connect urban centers
with one another and/or with outlying communities and employment or shopping centers. A major arterial is intended primarily
serve through traffic.

Significant Impact — Roads: Minor Arterial: A roadway, also serving through traffic, that is similar in function to a major arteal,
but operates with lower traffic volumes, serves trips of shorter distances (but still greater than one mile), and may provide a higher
degree of property access than do major arterfals.

Moderate Impaet — Roads: Major Collector: A roadway that provides for traffic movement between local roads/streets and arterials
or cornmunity-wide activity centers and carmies moderate fraffic volumes over moderate distances {generally less than one mile).
Major collectors may also provide direct access to abutting properties, such as regional shopping centers, large induswial parks,
mzjor subdivisions and community-wide recreational facilities, but typically not individual residences. Most major collectors are
also county roads and are therefore through straets.

Minor Impact — Roads: Minor Collectar: A roadway similar in functions to a major collector but which carries lower traffic
volumes over shorter distances and has a higher degree of property access. Minor coilectors may serve as main circulation strests
within large, residential neighborhoods. Most minor collectors are also township roads and streets and may, or may not, be through
streets. N

Minimal or No Impact - Roads: Lacal: A roadway that is prirparily intended to provide access to aburting properties. It tends to
accommodate lower traffic volumes, serves short irips (generally within neighborhoods), and provides connections preferably oanly 1o
collector strests rather than arterjals.

Criterion 12 — Economic Health
The District 2 Integrating Committes predetermines the Jjurisdiction's economic health. The economic health of a jurisdiction may
periodically be adjusted when census and other budgetary data are updated.

Criterion 13 - Ban

The jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show that a facility ban or moratorium has been formaily placed. The ban or moratorium
must have been caused by a structural or operational problem. Points will only be awarded if the end result of the project will cause the ban to
be lifted.

Criterion 14 - Users

The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation. A registered professional engineer or the applying jurisdictions’ C.E.O must certfy
the appropriate documentation. Documentation may include current traffic counts, households served, when converted to a measurement of
persons. Public trapsit users are permitted to be counted for the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Criterion 15 — Fees, Levies, Etc.
The applying jurisdiction shall document (in the “Additional Support Information” form) which type of fees, levies or taxes they have
dedicated toward the type of infrastructure being applied for.

VISIT OUR WEBSITE AT:

http:{www . hamilton-co.org/engineer/SCIP/tp. htm
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